that military personnel were not the only actors in them. Mendonça (2017) argues that the Brazilian military dictatorship was the product of two coups orchestrated at different times (the period prior to 1964 being of fundamental importance) that involved not only military personnel but also civilian politicians. He also shows us that these coups were not carried out by unanimous actors. Mendonça's (2017) understanding goes against the current official literature, which describes the events of March 1964 as 'the military coup' of that
year. President João Goulart delivered a speech at the Rio de Janeiro Automobile Club on March 30, 1964. It was directed at the military and was not well received by them. The textbook version of events has it that the president was deposed on April 01 as part of a military action organized on March 31 in response to events in the preceding month. It seems at the very least inappropriate to describe the events of early April 1964 as the product solely of developments in March.
Recent literature (GALLO, 2018; NAPOLITANO, 2014) has come out strongly in favor of the concept of a civil-military coup in 1964, rather than a merely military one. The idea is that military and non-military actors colluded in the removal of the president. Mendonça (2017) examines the roles, positions and decisions taken by the various actors so as to understand the jostling for power between them and the eventual hegemony that resulted and led to the '64-'85 dictatorship. He thus presents a distinct and detailed view of the events and actors involved in prioritizing order over democracy.
Although he doesn't provide details of his methodology, Mendonça (2017) develops an original analytical apparatus underpinned by the theories of Laclau and Mouffe. He employs a material conception of discourse to analyze the public statements of key powerbrokers in the period, as well as the language used in pamphlets, demonstrations and political strategizing. From this material, he seeks to understand the process of creating meaning that divided the pro-and anti-coup camps, by revealing their common motivations and how the discourse of the military finally predominated. He then examined the public statements of key actors, looking for construction of meaning, disputed meanings and the relationships between them. Mendonça (2017) presents excerpts from the documents he studied, which provide a solid basis for understanding the 1961 and The book, consisting of 320 pages, divided into eight chapters and organized in two parts, ends with a list of the documents referred to in the research.
Mendonça (2017) starts out by presenting the ideas that guided him, followed by a chapter in which he presents his four main theses on the crisis of the Goulart government and the subsequent coup. In the first part of the work, entitled 'September 1961: the first blow against democracy', he analyzes the interregnum between the resignation of Jânio Quadros and the inauguration of João Goulart. In the second part, 'March 1964: the final blow against democracy', he analyzes the events that culminated in the end of the Goulart government. The work thus shows a linear construction, informed by a critical understanding of authors considered to be leading authorities on the coup: Alfred Stepan (1975) , René Dreifuss (1981) , Argelina Figueiredo (1993) and Wanderley Guilherme dos Santos (2003) .
The first part of the book is divided into three chapters. These chapters analyze the discourse of the main political groups involved in the national political crisis and their articulation of discursive meanings that led to a so-called In Chapters 02-08, Mendonça (2017) (2017) provides elements that help us understand Goulart's attempts to leverage the Manifesto to protect himself against support for a military solution.
The following chapter sets out the positions of 'legality' advocates. (1975) , Dreifuss (1981) , Figueiredo (1993) and Santos (2003) -Mendonça (2017) demonstrates his own understanding of what he claims to be the first break with the democratic order in 1961, with the reduction of the power of Goulart to carry out basic reforms by means of the adoption of parliamentarism. With the return of presidentialism, the power to carry out basic reforms was again under in the president's hands. In order to prevent these reforms from being implemented, there was a rupture with the democratic order and an ensuing concentration of power in the hands of the military -and this Mendonça (2017) considers to be the second coup.
Thus, the work presents a different view within the contemporary debate about the episodes that marked the beginning of the civil-military dictatorship in Brazil. Fundamentally, the author defends an unprecedented conception of the institution of parliamentarism in 1961 and does not accept the conventional interpretation that it was a compromise solution. The book analyzes a wide range of documents with reference to the powerful and polyvalent discourse theories of Laclau and Mouffe. This use of discourse theory makes the book stand out among other works on the subject. Moreover, by giving space to the discourse of different actors involved in the episodes, the work achieves "an in-depth study of these central moments of crisis, since previous political analyzes have been devoted to studying the period in a panoramic way, missing important details that can only be grasped from closer analysis" (MENDONÇA, 2017, p. 21) . In this sense, the dispute between political actors for hegemony over meanings such as democracy and coup (differently understood by each political group) is presented in a clear, direct and didactic way. One criticism that the work may receive, which does not disqualify it or detracts from its relevance, concerns the limitation found in the review of the updated literature about the coup: the author could have considered contributions from Angela de Castro Gomes and Jorge Ferreira (2014), Daniel Reis (2014) and Carlos Fico (2004) , as well as other relevant researchers in the current context.
Mendonça (2017) is happy in his attempt to make room for the varied shades of groups that were involved in the 1961 and 1964 episodes. In this way, the The Coup within the Coup: An Analysis of Competing Discourses in [1961] [1962] [1963] [1964] (2019) 13 (2) e0011 -10/10 curious reader can access these key moments in recent Brazilian history from various angles. We believe that the work is of interest to students and researchers in the areas of History and Political Science as well as in also in related areas, especially those interested in furthering their studies on the period of the Brazilian civil-military dictatorship. With its accessible language, we believe the book may also interest readers with an interest in history, making a fine contribution to understanding the mischances our fragile democracy has been through.
Translated by Fraser Robinson

